
Spring Creek Watershed Association Meeting 
 

March 16, 2010 
 

Attendance:  Jim Gazza, Barb Fisher, Susan Buda, Pam Adams, Bryce Taylor, Jennifer Shuey, 
Paul Bartley, Todd Giddings, Rob Cooper, Bill Sharp, Brianna Hutchison, Bob Eberhart, Bob 
Donaldson 

 
I. Environmental Stewardship:  The Coca-Cola Company (Jim Gazza, CCDA Waters) 

a. The Coca-Cola Company (TCCC) 
i. Operates in over 200 countries 

ii. 300 franchise bottling partners 
iii. 1,000+ manufacturing plants 
iv. 500 brands 
v. 3,000+ beverage products 

b. CCDA Water Milesburg Plant 
i. 145 employees 

ii. 29.4 acres in Boggs Township 
iii. PET bottle blow-molding, clean room bottle filling, high speed 

labeling/packaging and full racked warehouse 
iv. 4 production lines:  650 bottles/minute in 3 lines, 1200 bottles/minute in 

one line 
v. Fully integrated manufacturing 

vi. History 
1. Started as AquaPenn Spring Water Company in State College, 

acquired by Danone in 1998, partnership with Coca-Cola in 2002 
a. Spring source:  Diamond Spring 

2. Current Milesburg plant built in 1995, dedicated pipeline to Big 
Spring built in 1999 

3. Products:  Dasani, SmartWater, Aquarius 
4. Current water source is Big Spring 

a. Gravity fed pipeline from Bellefonte 
b. 175,000 gallons/day on average (peak season 215,000 

gallons/day) 
c. Sampling done by CCDA 

i. pH, temp, conductivity, TDS, alkalinity, turbidity, 
coliform, pseudomonas, heterotrophic plate count, 
yeast (weekly in pipeline and at source) 

ii. Other sampling done monthly, quarterly, annually 
c. TCCC’s business case for water—why are they interested in protecting it? 

i. Main ingredient in all products 
ii. Essential to manufacturing process 

iii. A life-sustaining resource for the communities and ecosystems that make 
TCCC’s business possible 

iv. Key component of other ingredients, including sugar 



v. “Our business can only be as healthy as the local communities where we 
operate…” CEO of TCCC 

vi. North American TCCC Operations and water withdrawal ratio 
1. Water stressed areas:  Texas, southwest, Midwest 

a. Most plants located outside of these areas 
vii. TCCC’s Water Stewardship Goal 

1. Goal is to return to communities and nature an amount of water 
equivalent to what we use in all of our beverages and their 
production 

2. Water efficiency:  20% improvement by 2012 over 2004 baseline 
3. Stringent water treatment standards and many plants have on-site 

treatment (reduce water use during treatment) 
4. Support healthy watershed and sustainable communities through 

water stewardship partnerships 
d. Milesburg Plant Water Consumption 

i. Between 2005 and 2006, TCCC started to crack down on plants to reduce 
initial water use 

ii. Water conservation checklist 
1. Repair leaks in pipelines, tighten all leaking valves and fittings, 

meters, pump seals, automate all sprays and lube jets, adjust filter 
backwash frequency, reclaim filter backwash water, utilize reject 
from membrane systems, capture flushes from CIP, capture and 
reuse can/bottle rinse water or convert to ionized air rinsers, all 
hoses should have automatic nozzles, replace water based 
conveyor lubricant with a silicone based lubricant 

2. Innovate 
a. Rain water harvesting from building roof (currently not 

done at Milesburg plant) 
iii. Permitted discharges 

1. Bald Eagle Creek NPDES permit for discharges 
a. New bottle washing operation will save a significant 

amount of initial water use 
2. A separate NPDES permit for stormwater discharge 

a. Runoff from paved areas and plant’s roof collect in a 
detention basin prior to discharging in Bald Eagle Creek 

b. Spill prevention/response plan in place in the event of a 
diesel fuel spill or hydraulic fluid spill to prevent 
stormwater contamination 

e. TCCC volume target and replenish initiatives 
i. TCCC uses ~82.6 billion gallons water annually 

ii. Treated WW 48.6 billion 
iii. Produce volume and amount to replenish 34 billion gallons 

f. Partner with global, national, and local conservation organizations to conserve 
water 

i. Community Watershed Partnerships:  Pennsylvania 



1. Since 2006, partnered with Bellefonte Borough on an acoustic leak 
detection project on water distribution pipeline system 

2. 166 leaks identified to date amounting to water savings of >2.2 
million gallons/day or 800 million gallons/year 

ii. Global Water Stewardship Tools 
1. iManage, iProtect, Sourcewater Risk Survey, Community 

watershed partnerships, plant performance, iLearn 
2. SVA process 

a. Training:  hydrology/hydrogeology, water 
balancing/budgeting, land use, regional water supply plans, 
climatic effects, water rights/permits/policies, potential 
pollution sources, social/community issues 

b. Establishing a Plant Water Resource Management Team  
c. Outputs include source water vulnerability report, source 

water protection plan, Big Spring water supply source 
emergency response plan 

d. Big Spring Vulnerabilities 
i. Pipeline operations:  obstruction, breaks, 

sedimentation 
ii. Transportation:  spills 

iii. Lack of accurate flow records for Big Spring 
iv. Competing users in area of contribution 
v. Development in area of contribution 

3. TCCC’s strategic environmental priorities 
a. Global Water Stewardship (“replace the drops we use”) 
b. Energy management and climate protection (“grow the 

business, not the carbon”) 
i. Biogas recovery for heating 

ii. Compostable paper cups 
iii. HFC-free cooling equipment 
iv. Hybrid delivery trucks, sales fleet vehicles 
v. Fuel Cells:  Bloom Energy Partnership 

vi. Bottles made from renewable, plant-based material 
c. Sustainable packaging (“zero waste”) 

i. Bottle lightweighting project piloted at Milesburg 
plant in 2008 

1. 17 grams > 13 grams >10.2 grams 
2. Pounds of PET saved was >3.5 million 

pounds 
ii. Coca-Cola Recycling:  world’s largest bottle-to-

bottle recycling plant in Spartanburg, SC 
1. Reduced carbon emissions by one million 

metric tons (equivalent of removing 215,000 
cars from the road) 
 
 



II. Preliminary Proposals from the Brandywine Conservancy to the SCWC (Bob Donaldson) 
a. Steve Miller (SCWC Chairman) asked for input from the SCWA regarding 

Brandywine’s proposals 
b. Community Sustainability Assessment (see handout) 

i. Brandywine enters into a contractual relationship with municipality (in our 
case, SCWC) to create a sustainability plan 

ii. If we decide to enter such a partnership, we need to contact Jim May at the 
planning office to ensure we are not duplicating efforts 

iii. Brandywine would ask SCWC to gather information from their 
municipalities (i.e., zoning, ordinances, etc.) for review 

iv. After this review, Brandywine would come back and conduct a mini-
workshop with the SCWC to prioritize sustainability issues in our 
watershed 

v. To bring Brandywine staff back for half-day workshop would cost ~ 
$1,500 

1. Afterwards, they would provide an estimate for developing a 
sustainability plan for entire watershed 

2. Alternative would be to draft a sustainability plan for a 
“representative” municipality within the watershed (presumably 
more cost-effective) 

vi. Comments 
1. Todd is concerned that bringing in Brandywine could create 

confusion among the public with the overlap between the Centre 
Region planning process and sustainability efforts 

2. Bob D. said that Brandywine is aware that there are many 
innovative projects in our watershed and doesn’t want to duplicate 
efforts 

3. Jen:  We do have sophisticated planners and planning tools already 
in place; need to integrate any results back into existing planning 
structure to ensure implementation; if we are going to do this 
workshop, we need to get buy-in from planning agencies and 
municipalities 

4. Rob:  Also on the fence about whether or not to do this workshop; 
at breakfast, Brandywine staff said they were here to learn from us 

5. Bryce:  Will Brandywine try to mold us to their model or will they 
be able to mold their model to incorporate the unique features of 
our watershed; need to define the scope of what they are going to 
do before we bring them in 

6.  Bob D.:  Feeling from Brandywine is that they can determine our 
priorities and help guide us in developing our plan (scope of work) 

7. Ann:  Agrees with Jen that we need to have the right people there 
(Bob Jacobs, Jim May); should be a mini-workshop for the 
planning commissions rather than the SCWC 

a. Bob D.:  Doesn’t think this is what Brandywine has in mind 
8. Bill:  Doesn’t think we’ve discussed this enough to make an 

educated recommendation to SCWC; perhaps we need to clarify 



the issue in our own minds before asking for outside help (may not 
be as productive as we would like); but in favor of having 
Brandywine come in as a facilitator less embroiled in our local 
issues 

9. Jen:  Have Brandywine act as a facilitator in developing a strategic 
plan?  Is there someone local who would be just as good and 
cheaper? 

10. Bill:  Suggests forming a subcommittee to do some research in 
order to make a better recommendation to SCWC 

11. Bob D.:  Getting the feeling that we aren’t ready to make a 
definitive statement at tomorrow’s SCWC meeting; sustainability 
players should perhaps decide who we want on our committee and 
how to get them there 

12. Bob E.:  Brandywine provided us with a checklist for determining 
where a community is in terms of sustainability; recognizes that 
planning groups need to be on board; we have going for us that 
SCWC is composed of elected officials who should be able to say 
to the planning commissions “we want you to do this” 

13. Ann:  We need to careful not to get too large of an ego and get 
complacent; although we’ve done a lot of good things in our 
watershed, there is still a lot of work to be done 

14. Paul:  Recommended that the SCWC discuss the proposals at their 
meeting and them make them available to the SCWA, after which 
time we can make some conclusions about it 

15. Bob E.:  If we embark on something like this, we really should 
focus in watershed terms rather than municipality or COG vs. 
downstream; that was the idea behind forming the SCWC but we 
haven’t really done things that way up to this point 

16. Bob D.:  Brandywine also prefers to undertake this effort on a 
watershed-basis, but offered to do the pilot on a single 
municipality 

17. Paul:  Pointed out that municipalities can opt in or opt out of 
SCWC activities as they see fit 

18. Barbara:  Fragmentation of planning process in watershed; three 
different planning agencies; SCWC embraces all municipalities 
regardless of planning area, but we do need to get planners on 
board—maybe this is a way to do this; maybe we could get outside 
funding (grants?) to hold a workshop so we are not constrained by 
the $1,500 price tag 

19. Bob E.:  In summary, this is an idea worth considering and has 
some advantages (especially watershed-wide perspective); would 
help SCWC and SCWA to define our sustainability initiative; ruled 
out idea of picking one pilot municipality 

20. Bob D.:  If Brandywine wants to come talk to us to tell us what 
they want to do, they should come here on their own time 



21. Bryce:  Has Brandywine done this for any outside communities 
other than their own—yes, they have (Warwick Township)—we 
don’t want to be a guinea pig for their program 

III.  Centre Region Comprehensive Plan (Bob Eberhart) 
a. Jim May has invited SCWA to participate in discussion 
b. See handout 
c. There are still a few regional meetings yet to occur 
d. At Ferguson meeting, water resources was a favored focus 
e. Bill:  At College township meeting there was a lot of interest in watershed and 

sustainability issues; asked Jim how important Vision 2020 will be in the new 
plan and his response was “well, we’ll look at it”; we need to move from making 
a plan to implementing it, which is often an overlooked step, but vital for 
achieving sustainability 

f. Jen:  Could we invite Jim to come in and do a presentation about the plan? 
 

IV. SCWA Website Update (Paul Bartley) 
a. In final stages 
b. Meeting on Thursday between Brianna, Paul, and Craig Story to go over what we 

need to do to bring the old website down and new one up 
 

V. Sustainability Initiative 
a. Dominion Grant Update (Ann Donovan) 

i. We received $1,000 for a sustainability workshop for printing costs and 
radio spots (money has to spent by February 25, 2011) 

ii. Thinking of holding it in May—need to create a subcommittee 
iii. Plan to invite “Greening of Philadelphia,” NEMO, PSU Center for 

Sustainability 
iv. Jerry Sawyer (retired WPSU) interested in helping with radio spots 
v. Committee volunteers:  Bill, Barb, Bob E. 

vi. Paperwork needs to be signed and sent by the 26th 
vii. Need to have at least two representatives at awards ceremony (Ann, Bob 

E., ClearWater representative?) 
b. Geothermal/Water Well Ordinance (Bob E.) 

i. Problem in Centre Region because of it being tied into maintenance code 
ii. At least two downstream communities have approached Todd about 

implementing ordinance 
iii. Halfmoon Township looking at adopting standalone ordinance 
iv. COG also tied up over lack of water quality guidelines in ordinance 

 
VI. Other Matters 

a. Spring Creek Canyon (Bob D.) 
i. Potential future owners have been meeting 

ii. Meetings basically directed by PGC 
iii. PGC developed an initial set of deed restrictions that need to be agreed 

upon by all the owners before land is transferred 



1. Concluded that it is not possible to have a conservation easement 
on entire property, although PSU lands will have one (CWC and 
DCNR holders) 

iv. Technical advisory committee:  landowners and local stakeholders (CWC, 
Spring Creek Alliance) 

v. PGC will not be subject to Benner Township’s new overlay zone because 
they are not subject to local land use controls 

1. Unlikely that they will agree to this because it would set a 
precedent throughout the state 

vi. Hope is to wrap this up by June, before summer recess 
b. State Water Plan Regional Committee Update (Todd Giddings) 

i. Voted to send three nominees to state committee for approval 
1. Spring Creek now w/o Nittany Creek 

ii. State Committee meeting in Harrisburg to vote on nominees two Fridays 
from now 

1. Vote on who will receive funding 
c. Announcements 

i. Thursday, March 18, SRBC meeting at Toftrees Resort 
1. Will include a presentation on the 30 remote monitoring stations 

that will be installed on streams in the Marcellus Shale  
ii. Saturday, May 1, 2010 Watershed Summit (Foundation for Pennsylvania 

Watersheds) at Ramada 
1. Related to funding, granting, organizational issues 

iii. May 6, 2020 at Penn Stater:  Groundwater and surface water—a single 
resource conference (PA Water Symposium) 

1. Discount for first 200 people who register 
 
 


